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on both sides; without the least animadversion upon the authors.
So here, in the case of Mr. Wood and his coin ; since the two Houses gave their opinion by addresses, how dangerous the currency of that copper would be to Ireland; it was, without all question, both lawful and convenient, that the bulk of the people should be let more particularly into the nature of the danger they were in; and of the remedies that were in their own power, if they would have the sense to apply them; and this cannot be more conveniently done, than by particular persons, to whom God hath given zeal and understanding sufficient for such an undertaking. Thus it happened in the case of that destructive project for a bank in Ireland, which was brought into Parliament a few years ago ; and it was allowed, that the arguments and writings of some without doors, contributed very much to reject it.1
Now, I should be heartily glad if some able lawyers would prescribe the limits, how far a private man may venture in delivering his thoughts upon public matters : Because a true lover of his country, may think it hard to be a quiet stander-by, and an indolent looker-on, while a public error prevails; by which a whole nation may be ruined. Every man who enjoys property, hath some share in the public; and therefore, the care of the public is, in some degree, every such man's concern.
To come to particulars, I could wish to know, Whether it be utterly unlawful in any writer so much as to mention the prerogative; at least so far as to bring it into doubt, upon any point whatsoever ? I know it is often debated in Westminster-hall } and Sir Edward Coke, as well as other eminent lawyers, do frequently handle that subject in their books.
Secondly, How far the prerogative extends to force coin upon the subject, which is not sterling; such as lead, brass, copper, mixt metal, shells, leather, or any other material; and fix upon it whatever denomination the crown shall think fit?
1 Swift himself assisted in writing against this " destructive project"
'in a series of pamphlets (see vol. vii.).    The arguments for and against
the bank were thoroughly discussed by Hercules Rowley and Henry
Maxwell in a series of controversial letters against each other.    [T, S.]
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